The aim of this presentation is to make a comparative analysis between the constitutional regulation of the role of the President in Romania, defined by the functions exercised while in office, and the political practice in this matter, in the light of some decisions of the Constitutional Court. This paper is a study structured in two parts. The first one presents a general overview of the Romanian president's functions, according to the constitutional provisions, namely representation of the state; guarantee of certain fundamental values, such as national independence, unity and territorial integrity of the country; mediation among state powers, as well as between the state and society. The second part of this study refers to some relevant aspects from Romanian political practice concerning the performance of the last two functions previously enumerated. The actual manner in which Romanian presidents exercised their role determines us to outline certain tendencies. In this regard, by its decisions pronounced in the matter, the Constitutional Court has provided a broad, even subjective interpretation of the prerogatives of the head of state in the execution of the two functions mentioned above. The attitude of the Constitutional Court has encouraged excesses of power -up to the limit of the constitutional provisions and even with their violation -committed by the presidents which have held the office of head of state.
Introductory Considerations
The issue approached in this study raises a special interest at the international level, highlighting the increase of the President's importance in Romanian political practice, through excess of power in the exercise of prerogatives. This fact is not in accordance with the increasing trend of attenuation of the President's role in European semi-presidential regimes. This paper is structured in two parts. The first one presents a general overview of the Romanian president's functions, according to the constitutional provisions, namely representation of the state, guarantee of certain fundamental values, mediation among state powers, as well as between the state and society. The second part of this study refers to some relevant aspects concerning the execution of the last two functions previously enumerated.
By presenting and commenting upon some decisions of the Constitutional Court, we may deduce the arbitrary vision of the Constitutional Court on the manner of transposition of the two analysed functions of the head of state, vision which facilitated repeated violations of the constitutional prerogatives of the President.
The Method
As main research methods, we have used qualitative and quantitative analysis, as well as comparative and the systemic methods.
The comparative approach aims at detecting the similarities and differences concerning the head of state in the Romanian political regime, examined in the light of both constitutional previsions and political practice. Therefore, the first part analyses the head of state from the perspective of legislation and doctrine and the second emphasizes different aspects of practice.
At the same time, the method used allows us to understand how the institution has evolved over different time periods and to appreciate his direction at present.
In our exposure, the systemic method is really useful due to its global approach to different problems regarding the head of state in the overall political regime existing in a specific state, namely the Romanian semi-presidential regime, in this case.
Overview of the functions of the President
To clarify a terminological problem, it is necessary to specify that, in our analysis, the president's attributions were derived from a series of functions, as they are wider in scope than attributions and refer to the performance of acts necessary for the proper functioning of the whole system. In this way, a function can be reflected through a series of attributions which determine its essence.
In light of Article 80 of the Constitution of Romania expressing the role of the head of state, legal literature identified three of its functions: the function of representation of the state, the function of guarantor of certain fundamental values (for example, independence and state unity, territorial integrity, the fundamental law), as well as the function of mediation (Constantinescu et. al., 2004: 141) . In the area of European affairs, the constitutional legislator establishes the responsibility of the Parliament, the President of Romania, the Government and the judiciary, the obligation to guarantee the fulfilment of obligations resulting from the accession, as well as the principle of priority or primacy of EU law. This principle states that the whole Community legal order, without distinction between the norms arising from institutive treaties and the regulations of secondary law, has greater legal force than internal laws, regardless of their rank. This duty of the President refers to activities associated with further integration of Romania, which involves both taking over and applying in national law the whole Community acquis, as well as the effective participation of the Romanian state in all activities within the European Union's institutional system.
The function of guaranteeing certain fundamental values
With regard to the function of guaranteeing certain fundamental values, some authors have identified the function of defence the President exercises (Prélot, Boulouis, 1978: 671) , while others have determined his function of guarantor (Deleanu, 1992: 208) .
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An opinion (Deleanu, 2006: 719) concerning the function of guarantor conferred to the head of state supports the idea that it is performed in a double direction: guarantor of the state and guarantor of the Constitution. In this latter capacity, the president or monarch "safeguards compliance with the Constitution", that is he contributes to the fulfilment of a function which is achieved through the cooperation of authorities and, at the same time, by mutual control.
The function of guaranteeing the Constitution -which the head of state exercises as representative of the state and as organ of the executive power (Vrabie, 2004: 86) -is implemented, under the provisions of the fundamental law, through a series of prerogatives: the promulgation of laws, the sending back of laws for reconsideration in Parliament, or the notification of the Constitutional Court or the Constitutional Tribunal in order for it to perform the constitutional review of the law. The duty of defending the values enshrined in the Constitution also rests with the other public authorities, which, by their action, contribute to the maintenance, within the constitutional framework, of the activity of the whole "organizational apparatus" exercising state power.
As guarantor of the state, the President exercises some attributions in the area of defence. Accordingly, he is the head of the armed forces or of a state institution that unitary organizes and coordinates the activities concerning national defence and security. Hence the President may order certain measures in exceptional circumstances, such as imminent danger of armed aggression or a serious internal political crisis.
The function of mediation among state powers as well as between the state and society
Through a teleological interpretation of Article 80 paragraph 2 of the Constitution, we conclude that, The head of state being entrusted with the function of mediation is justified by the fact that he personifies the power, continuity and unity of the state and also, unlike the other authorities, he is notor should not be -the exponent or promoter of the aspirations of a party.
It is noteworthy that the comprehensive meaning of the concept of mediation has given rise to controversy in political practice and doctrine, on the exercise of the function of mediator by the head of state. Moreover, it is indeed difficult to outline a coherent framework of this concept due to its complexity and the varied way in which mediation can actually be exercised.
We appreciate that mediation does not intervene only to reconcile already existing conflict situations, but also to alleviate or avoid certain tensions that could create major conflicts between public authorities or between them and society. eISSN: 2357 eISSN: -1330 Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of the conference Doctrine has considered (Deleanu, 2006 ) that such a function conferred to the head of state finds its legitimacy in the President's election by universal and direct suffrage and in that the head of state does not belong to any political party, thus being obliged to adopt a policy of neutrality, of prevention of disagreements that can happen at time on the political stage between various state authorities.
Nevertheless, practice has shown manifest involvement on the President's part in the purview of the bodies exercising state power.
The impartial position (Duculescu & Călinoiu, 2003 ) the head of state must adopt on existing dissensions within the scope of the exercise of state power, justified by the provisions of Article 84 paragraph 1 of the Romanian Constitution, allows the President to mediate between the political party which he was part of and the opposing one. The absence of the mentioned provisions would have resulted in the President being "judge and party in the same case" (Iorgovan, 2005: 292) .
In Romania, according to doctrine, the function of mediation is reflected in numerous prerogatives conferred by the Constitution: convening an extraordinary session of Parliament; sending messages to Parliament on the main political issues of the nation; notifying the Constitutional Court, before the promulgation of the law, to perform constitutional review of the law; dissolution of Parliament, under the conditions set by the Constitution; designating a candidate for Prime Minister, after consultation with the party which has absolute majority in Parliament, or, if there is no such majority, with the parties represented in Parliament; in the event of government reshuffle or vacancy of office, removing or appointing, at the Prime Minister's proposal, some Government members; consulting with the Government on issues of particular importance; participating in the Government's meetings; appointing magistrates; appointing some members of the Constitutional Court; organizing a referendum on matters of national interest (Vrabie, 2010) . (Dinu, 2011) . They also stated that from the provisions of the fundamental law resulted that this proposal rested with the Government; therefore the bill for revision should be elaborated by the Government and not by the head of state. This conclusion can also be drawn from the fact that in Chapter II of Title III of the Constitution dedicated to the President, he is not conferred legislative initiative and also from the fact that in Chapter I (Section 3 -Legislation) the President is not part of the holders of the right of legislative initiative. We believe that some of the arguments of the Association of Magistrates in Romania are pertinent. 
Discussions and results

Attributions exercised in performing the function of guaranteeing certain fundamental values
Attributions exercised in performing the function of mediation
As previously mentioned, legal literature has emphasized the association between the exercise of the function of mediation and the interdiction of the head of state being member of a political party.
In the political practice concerning the exercise of the presidential mandate, the head of state in office did not fulfil his obligation of politic non-partisanship, consecrated by the Constitution, reason for which he was repeatedly accused of violating the fundamental law and suspended from office.
It was consistently noticed that after his election in office, the President remained attached to the doctrine of the party that propelled him in elections, by permanently supporting and promoting that political party in the struggle for the exercise of state power. The Constitutional Court considered that "the President of Romania may, given his prerogatives and his legitimacy, express opinions and political options, formulate remarks and criticisms concerning the functioning of public authorities and their representatives, propose measures or reforms, which he considers desirable for the national interest. The opinions, remarks, preferences or demands of the President do not have decisional http://dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2016 .09.134 eISSN: 2357 -1330 Based on this direction of the Constitutional Court, the doctrine considered that the President of Romania can mediate a legal conflict of constitutional nature between public authorities, but he may not establish a solution for it. Moreover, the president can express his opinion on the best way of resolving such a conflict (Deaconu, 2011) . 
Conclusions
Following the presentation of several relevant aspects of the Romanian political practice concerning the exercise by the President of the function of guaranteeing certain fundamental values and of that of mediation among state powers as well as between the state and society, some tendencies become quite obvious.
In this regard, through its decisions, the Constitutional Court gave a rather broad, non-objective interpretation of the prerogatives of the head of state in the fulfilment of the two functions mentioned above.
The attitude of the Constitutional Court has favoured the excesses of power -up to the limit of constitutional provisions and even with their violation -committed by the presidents who held the office of head of state.
